Based on the evidence that the genus Acacia sens. lat. is polyphyletic and the acceptance that the major groups warrant generic status, and because the name Acacia has been conserved with a new type, 
Introduction
Synopses of recent morphological and molecular studies showing that the genus Acacia sens. lat. is polyphyletic and requires division into at least five genera are provided by Maslin et al. (2003 Maslin et al. ( , 2003a . At the July 2005 International Botanical Congress in Vienna a conservation proposal by Orchard and Maslin (2003) was endorsed, resulting in the retypification of the genus Acacia (McNeill et al. 2005 ). This decision results in the type of the genus being changed from the African species Acacia nilotica (L.) Delile to the Australian species Acacia penninervis Sieber ex DC. As a result of this, if the genus is split, Vachellia Wight & Arn. is the earliest available name applicable to species formerly included in Acacia subg. Acacia, while the name Acacia is retained for species of the former Acacia subg. Phyllodineae, the majority of which occur in Australia.
In Australia there are eleven species of the former Acacia subg. Acacia (Pedley 2002) ; nine of these are endemic to tropical Australia. Acacia farnesiana (L.) Willd., which is widespread through the tropics in central America, Africa and Asia, probably arrived in Australia prior to European settlement (Kodela & Tindale 2001 , Pedley 2002 . The more recent introduction, Acacia nilotica subsp. indica (Benth.) Brenan (Fig. 1) , which is naturalised in Queensland and the Northern Territory, is now known to show genetic diversity in Australia indicating that more than one infraspecific taxon may be present here (Wardill et al. 2006 (Fig. 2) . Combinations in Vachellia for New World taxa of the former Acacia subg. Acacia have recently been made by Seigler and Ebinger (2006) . New combinations in Vachellia are made here for the endemic Australian taxa so that these names are available for use in floras and checklists. No combination, however, is made for Acacia nilotica (L.) Delile, which presents more difficulties (see Wardill et al. 2006 ) and has been left for the attention of other researchers more familiar with this taxon, its synonymy and its various subspecies. Domin '5148', Feb 1910 (PR 527948) . Acacia 'Douglas R.' , C.R. Dunlop et al., Fl. Darwin Region 2: 20, fig. 4 (1995) .
New Combinations
Note: Pedley (2002) suggested that Tindale and Kodela (1996) included A. douglasica as part of A. ditricha but this was not the case. Although specimens of the then undescribed species A. douglasica were known at the time and were considered as a possible variant of A. ditricha they were neither included in the description of A. ditricha nor cited in the Tindale and Kodela (1996) paper. The Douglas River taxon was later addressed in the Flora of Australia (Kodela & Tindale 2001: 202) The possible type material of Acacia pallida F.Muell., nom. illeg., includes two different taxa. However, there have been two different interpretations of this material that have resulted in the replacement name A. pallidifolia Tindale being applied to each of these two different taxa. We have followed the concept adopted by Tindale (1975) while Pedley (2002) applies this name to the taxon named A. valida by Tindale and Kodela (1996) . To further add to the confusion, Pedley (2002) reverses Tindale's application of the name Acacia pallidifolia, renaming her species concept as A. turbata Pedley. The species concept originally adopted by Tindale (1975) , and which was in use for almost 30 years, has now been challenged by Pedley's (2002) rejection of her lectotypification. While Pedley's view has merit, we suggest that nomenclatural stability is not well served by his approach because it would lead to a confusing reversal of names. A case for conservation of the name A. pallidifolia in the sense of Tindale (1975) is in preparation and will be submitted for consideration by the Committee for Spermatophyta. 
